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2nd December with regard to social insurance. The Committee also
put forward a draft resolution recommending, firstly, that if the Saar
returned to Germany transfers representing foreign claims and
capital investments should still be made (on the understanding that
Germany's transfer position would not cbe aggravated, and that the
legal effect of foreign contracts and obligations' would not be modified),
and secondly, that the commercial settlements to be concluded would
mitigate the consequences of abrupt changes in the economic rela-
tions of the Saar with other countries. It was also suggested that
the Council should at once fix a minimum time limit of not less than
one month for the transitional period before the change of regime
took place.

Though the allusions of the Committee of Three to the questions
of a democratic constitution and a second plebiscite were extremely
vague and indirect, they did not leave the impression that such
concessions were impossible. When the Committee's report was being
discussed by the Council on the 6th December, Monsieur Laval
pointedly referred to the 'identity of views' between the Com-
mittee's suggestions and his own statement on the 30th November
to the effect that' if the Saar population were one day to express the
desire to be reintegrated in the German community, it would be for
the Council of the League of Nations to take a decision'; and that
'when the time came Erance would raise no objections'.1 Perhaps
the most reasonable interpretation of the Council's position was that
put forward by Monsieur Litvinov on the same occasion, namely
that it would not only have power to delegate any sovereign rights
it might acquire, ' (provided that the nations chiefly concerned made
no difficulties)', but would have no interest in retaining such rights
except for the purpose of preserving international peace, and that it
could not possibly deny the Saarlanders the right of self-determina-
tion.2 National Socialist propaganda, however, claimed that the
Committee's report had ruled out all possibility of modifying the
existing regime, and that a vote against Hitler would be an irrevoc-
able vote against Germany. If there was a majority for the status guo
the Saarlanders would not only lose their German nationality but
would still be treated as a subject race. Moreover, an independent
Saar could never be a 'going concern' and must eventually be
absorbed by France.

The failure to give a more precise definition of the status quo did, in-
deed, give the Nazis an excellent opportunity of combating the mis-

1  League of Nations Official Journal, p. 1709.

2  Op. tit., p. 1710.